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FfaTTFFT 

Ft fFFft, 26 1995 

f^m: FFFnft ffttr ff % fFFtFi^-H fft 

fffTf % tor- % ffst f fttftM ftf— 
fIftf FR^cf 1 

F . T- “ft €lj 24 /9 4-95 YITTFTITFTT.—FT 1982 
f 'TfifjWifofr £1 tf srftrfFFF 1975 p*rr 

ftftfjf. eros (fr Ft Ft frft ft srf ffft 
srftrftFT ftf qft f;tftf, ftftff fft ff^f srk 

Sift FT rTcTm) fFFFTFFT, 1985 Ft EFTF if W 
fF I 

FFf%F FFTF 

6 - fFFFT % FFTFF FFRftFrfFF FTFtFlFXF FTfsT- 
Ftft (fait FFFTd FTfkFift fft fi^ft) % fR 
FFFRt F°r?T"F FF % fFFtFnrfFF ?TFT FFFFtF % 
FTFTW F FFST F qTTFTM FPF % FTTffFF fFWT 


faFTF 31 FFFO, 1995 Ft FfsTfFFT F. T* tt tt/ 
24/94-95 %F?F Ffa^F FTfart; f I 

fwfFfa 

2. Flf^RT^ % FFF %5TSftF FFt FTFTFF'f F> STFF- 
FFF T(F FF faFT FT faFF FF% FFTTO %FT FFT 
fF F FTTftFF fFRRf FT FF% fFTTT FpTF FT FFT 
FtfeF FF F RTF % fFF FTFFF FT FFT FTFF 
FtFft % TOFFM F FpTF FT I FFftTF fFFfFF 
FF % Ft feXT fTFF fFTFTF F> FTTfrFF fFRFf FT 
FfF Ff|F FX Ftf<5F FTZ Ft FFT F'TT faFF '3FF 
FFFTF fapFT FFT FT fF fFFTFFT FFT 5FF FF5F Tlfetf 

>C n3 

Ft FFR FT FTF fF F FTtfFF fFRFf FT FTfFFTft 
Ft FFF fFFTT tfFF FT FFT FTFff % FTFTFF F 
FfFtF FT I 

3. fFFTFFT, FTFTFFT FFT FlfFFTFFf FT 25 Ft, 
199 5 FT ft^ FTFft FTFFfFF TJFFTt *t FF% fFFTT 
FFT FTF FT F>FT ferT FT I FtF FFFTtt FFTRF % 
fFRft fFFF s^TTFTF Ft T^ Ftf%F FfT Ft FFT FFT 
fFFt FFF FFTtHT fFFT FFT FT 1% F FfTfF f F F T FFr Ft 
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(i) f™ % g?g gfag cPP TO# TO#& 

gfa fg#g 4fag tototo g?g % tot # i fmfafaf 4 t 


grfafgp ’fTTTf if gRT TOT % fag gfag # | ggrfg 
gg to*##? jjttn 4 grfmPiWr mf g#g gro 
4g4 TOFT tfgffa % gfafafa# 4 gig fam TO I 
Tr4gP fa'P# 4 ### fagfa 31 TOTT#, 1995 
4 t TOtrgmr 4 far (IV) 4 fag mar fgfarro 4gig 
fag tt(t .4 744 ir fa# 41 fagm 4 g # grow# 
to ggg fam 4 fa g ft 2 farm, 1994 gro 25 fa, 
1995 to 5$ cfr glfag ijgmf# 4 mg faro #r 
g # #t mgr# ggmro % ^vm % mm 4 topt- 
tott *jfgg fan; g# % romp fa# 4# TOfaffar# 
4# 1 

4. mfaTO# g srmrop gmrT 4t #g # #t 
gg# mg 4r gfa ?g4 mg rofa+iTOii #rfg# 4t 
gfafar to grg sjg 4t fa i #r #g 4 1 ^4# 

1994 IT 30 ^T, 1994 4f TOffa TTtf#T #1 

srfan# 4 famr 

5. fafa TO# tfaffa 4t OTm 31-1-1995 4t 
arfsrgggr 4 g#^ grmg4r 4 4 fa# 4 # 2-12-1994 
gTO 25-5-1995 # fa ## ^mfa# 4 VTFT g^ff 

fam 1 $m fa 31-1-1995 4t gfafafar fam mrr 
m 1 mfagp farc^cff % mg to rod# im farm# 
4t 4tf gfgffag gggTsrggr gm 4mr g*P mmdtp / 
#rt fa#? fror fa 4. 4i elwr fa# 4 
# g$r faro 1 gg 4g# 4 ffagfafag gfaT #: 

(i) fa mfa fg#g fggg ?# #g 4 mg 
TOT 4 TFT TOT fa i| #T fa#f 4fag TO g*P ffa 4 
srfggrfggr tot fa I tot: Sfag 4m % fa# # ggr 
fgfa 4 WTOg 4 TOT# TOfTT # ffT#T TOO# 4t 
4 t mfay ?Tfar gfi mm m grog 1 

(ii) fa ir.gj 3TTT TT 4#TR # WTf gT 

#frS Tj^r # 8/ 8.50 w^T# tmt irfa fanr. | 
?T#Ttr TT^4Tt# gfaf TT famT mfa mm 
faar mff #m 1 

TTfwrWfar % f«mr 

6. ’TTfam^T 4N# ## tfafafemr Tfa 

fa. mrf 4 snrfaT f#T# % mrr 4 
fair fa t wrmFP a# | #t ufafa^ fawff^TfaEr 
4 31-1-95 # #rjgmTr%4TT "n” (IV)%’fm 4 . 3 

TT WrTT'TFT % ¥T 4 IT^r ^TR ^T'T'TT % 5TRTT |l 

inf^Tr^ skt #=sf 

7 . mlwft 4 sttto #t Tfa ^fqpfat mrr 
fag »rg gfr # #^ # #< mm fa: 


rrmsT tht 4 #r #r mmrfr wmr % 

% mbm- 4 rnfar ?w fam fi# 

'# ffafapp % WTT 4TT STT'ff ^5PTT #< q- # 

4far % mfar ^rr fam fan 1 fa# 4 # stttTttT % 
msmr 4 srrfari# ira ttrt J rf gmrr ^rfal wfa 
«t # 4m m4##p g^Tt# 4 mr fam mr #t 

mger fan fa#r qrmrcf# mfa tt^uTt 'tytti 

m: mfamfr # m# m# mffmr Trmsr gmrr tt 

# fa#c pfar qri i 

(ii) ‘4m fa 31 - 1-1995 # ?rfagfacT uriffam 
far# 4 ^rm nrn |, faifa Tifar^fa# # 
#?rrf g»#r, T^mrsra mt #4 «rfa wr #m?rr->: 

% mffar %fag mqrcfaf mrr 
4m % mmr tt fan mn $ 1 %g sttk fmrffa # 
fmrfa 4m fmmfm qit # | ar^r mmrrT m 
^rfa gymr # 4 mg 5 tt5?t # gf ^rmr w»i'r- 

fap farfa tt: famr g# fam m aw 1 

(iii) snfTOi# 4 31 - 1-1995 ##5rglmrTrTfag: 

ftmrf g (vi) % tt. 3 # # #f mTrmrr 
g# 4 g^ rnfamsf# tt Tfafacr gfi # 

'jffa 4t #r tot fa 'dd'fii mr ^ 19 iam «# g# 4 
m# % TO TOTT t m: ?Tf #4gw # TO# TO% 

TOTOrfai #g# 4 toppt mr ^mro tottt % 1 

s. infaTOfr^gfa faro fa mfrop farnf 4 mg 
fa# Vfa^PTT# ^Tmfcr rnTTOT/TrafaFTT, fagfapTOTTO 
TOfaroWr 3TTT #f tott ?rTO TOgg g# faro m, 
tot: tox#t g#g %fag m faror gr# jg gm #ror, 
#g gro gg% to 4 mm gggf g ggfug fafw '■me# 

# mg 4 wr §g 31 - 1-1995 # #srgfag sntfap 
fgmfT 4 ggnfag famrt #gffa ?m | #t fggg 
famr famT fa •. 

(i) #g gggi# nmiTO % fg#g# ?T mm 
m tT’TOT gm gr mg 4ftgmvfar ttt 
4gfa# g# #; 

(ii) gn#g g#g 4r mgfag wfg ^ %\ 

(iii) #r fa 3TTToi 4 virfaTg g#g 4r gp'rf--tgr 

erfaf^t 1 

9 . gifanrn g mm gag, fa#g 4fag to mm 
grgg, totft mr ggr fa#g gfarg # gg-rn <tot 
31 - 1 - 95 # gfagfag mfag famft g g4g m 
ga# % fag TOTgrf gf farafa #gfa # g? 1 1 

grfaro# g ^g gig gg fam faro faggr 4V*r 4 
mgra# 4r #m ggarf 4m % gig fagfairfag 
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mj Tphq ^ sr^r fcm Tm %^ptt r 

^ttT^t *r *ft*t *j^p srfa vt ^ % far n^rir i 

f% srFfw *T q'-TT £ tfrir qrfffLTA 

?r w 5TPT ^rqfe rf\ tTT^fift TT'TO^T tfSrfTST 

CTtfffff'TT SERB % UT^T ^ sftff ^T 

Tt fn^rf^f^T ttte fr v^rnTj tt w^rr 

^Tt7 1 

(i) ^ftnrnw % ^qrq- 24 % srctaff 

fV^ Wjf^f -108 (T”F3fV *TT31L ) 5rf% 

for. *r. *rff *? T, 

(ii) ^>n^T tPcp 29% SErilff ^H- 

101 (tpfr t 


People’s Republic of China requesting them jo inti¬ 
mate the exporters concerned to participate in the 
public hearing. The public hearing was, however, 
attended by the representatives ol the peril io.ier 
domestic industry and M|s. German Remedies. None 
of the seven exporters as named in para (iv) of Noti¬ 
fication dated 31-1-95 rela’ing to preliminary findings 
have either responsed to the questionnaire or attend¬ 
ed the two oral hearings conducted on 2nd December, 
1994 and 25th May, 1995 or submitted any com¬ 
ments in spite of being informed individually and 
through Embassy of People’s Republic of China. 

4, The Authority sought and verified information 
deemed necessary and to this end an investigation was 
carried out at ^e premises of the petitioner companies. 
The investigation covered the period 1st January, 

1994 to 3RMi June, 1994, 


if. . *fV. tft,srrfa^Tft 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 26th July, 1995 

Subject.—Anti-dumping investigation concerning 

imports of Theophylline and Caffeine 
ffbm People’s Republic of China—Final 
findings. 

No. ADD[24|94-95.—Having regard to the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975, as amended in 1982 and the Customs 
Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of 
Duty or additional duty on dumped articles and for 
determination of Injury) Rules, 1985, thereof, 

PROVISIONAL MEASURES 

1 # The Designated Authority as defined under the 
Rules (hereinafter referred to as Authority) notified 
preliminary findings in the anti-dumping investigation 
concerning imports of Theophylline and Caffeine ori¬ 
ginating from People’s Republic of China vide Notifi¬ 
cation No. ADD[24|94-95 dated the 31st January, 
1995. 

PROCEDURE 

2. TTie Authority addressed a letter to all the indi¬ 
vidual importers subject to investigation requesting 
them + o furnish their views on the preliminary findings 
and to apply to be heard orally and willingness for on 
site verification of data furnished. A note verbale was 
also sent on to Embassy of the concerned exporting 
country in New Delhi forwarding a copy of the pre^ 
liminary findings with the request that »he exporters 
and the other interested parties may be advised to 
furnish views on the preliminary findings to the Autho¬ 
rity and willingness for verification of data. 

3. An opportunity was also given to exporters, im¬ 
porters and petitioner 'o express their views fn a pub¬ 
lic hearing held on 25th May, 1995. A note verbal 
was also sent to Delhi office of the Embassy of 


RESPONDENT'S VIEWS 

5. Except for M|s. Gehnan Remedies, none of the 
importers listed in the Notification of 31-1-95 attend¬ 
ed the two hearings helffon 2-12-94 and 25-5-95‘. No 
additional information or facts wpre submitted by the 
importers to the Authority after the preliminary find¬ 
ings as notified on 31-1-95 and informed to them 
individually except that one of the importer) trader 
M|s. Dilip Kumar & Co. submitted mainly the follow¬ 
ing : 

(i) that there are several export corporations 
operating independently from China and 
compete each other on export price and, 
therefore, in the absence of any single deci¬ 
sion of dumping price, their intention can¬ 
not be considered as a material injury to 
Indian industry; 

(ii) that the present prices are already over US 
$ 8|8.50 per kg. cif Bombay by sea and, 
therefore, no purpose would be served by 
considering Anti-Dumping duties. 

PETITIONER’S VIEW 

6. One of the petitioner company viz. M|s. Bakul 
Aromatics & Chemical Ltd., Bombay, in response to 
preliminary findings pointed out that they are not 
importers and their name wrongly appeared as im¬ 
porters at S, No. 3 of para C(vi) of Notification dated 
31-1-95 relating to preliminary findings. 

EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

7. The Authority has examined the points made 
by the importer and domestic producers and found 
that: 

(i) Under the rules supra, dumping is establish¬ 
ed in case export price is less than the 
normal value. Exporters directly and 
through ihe Embassy of People’s Republic 
of China were given ample ODpori unity hut 
none of the exporters availed the opportu¬ 
nity nor reputed the charge of dumnkig. 
None of them sent the information desired 
by the Authority through questionnaire or 
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attended the two public hearings or present¬ 
ed any fact having impact on anti-dumping 
case. The Authori'y, therefore, has to go 
by the facts and on the basis of best avail¬ 
able information. 

(ii) The export price, as indicated in the pre¬ 
liminary findings notified on 31-1-95 has 
been determined on the basis of the weight¬ 
ed average price as reported by the im¬ 
porters for the purpose of custom clearances 
maintained by DGC1&S, Calcutta, The 
export price so determined is found to be 
reliable and isolated unsubstan iated export 
price after the investigation period submitt¬ 
ed by the importer cannot be considered. 

tijj) The Authority examined the point relating 
to the appearance of one of the petitioner 
name in the importers list at S, No. 3 of 
para C(vi) of preliminary findings notified 
on 31-1-95 and found that their name has 
been inadvertantly included in tine impor¬ 
ters list. Their name, therefore, is deleted 
from the importers list by way of issue of 
this Notification. 

8. The Authority noted that no new subs'antial fact 
has been brought out by any of the interested parties 
viz. importersjusers, exporters or petitioner after the 
preliminary findings and* therefore, after considering 
the interest of Indian industry and taking into account 
the various factors relating to dumping, injury and 
its casual link confirms the findings as brought out in 
the preliminary findings notified on 31-1-95 and con¬ 
clude that ; 


(i) exporters from People's Republic of China 
have sold Theophylline and Caffeine in 
India below normal value; 

(n) the Indian industry has suffered material 
injury; 

(iii) and that the imports caused material injury 
to Indian industry. 

9. The Authority confirms the methodology adopt¬ 
ed for determination of Normal Value, Export Price, 
the comparison of normal value and export price and 
values arrived thereof in the preliminary findings noti¬ 
fied on 31-1-95. 

10, The Authority considered whether a duty lower 
than the dumping margin would be enough to remove 
the injury by comparing the average landed price of 
Chinese imports with fair selling price of Theophylline 
(DPCO) and Caffeine as brought out in preliminary 
findings and confirms that Anti-Dumping Duty be 
imposed on imports directly from People’s Republic 
of China or imports of Chinese origin material 
through any other country|exporter on : 

(i) Theophylline under Chapter 29 of Customs 

Tariff at the rate of Rs, 108 (Rupees one 
hundred and cigfrt) per kg; 

(ii) Caffeine under Chapter 29 of Customs 
Tariff at the rate of Rs. 101 (Rupees one 
hundred one) preliminary findings, 

DR. Y. V. REDDY, Designated Authority & Add! 

Secy. 
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